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The William T. Jerome Library has towered over the campus of Bowling Green State
University for over 50 years and while the academic and campus landscapes have
changed greatly over those years, the Library has not always been able to keep pace
with those shifts. After a study of the application of Architectural Adaptive Reuse on
college campuses, it was determined that the Jerome Library could be a good
candidate for this as well. Following a qualitative research study of interviews with
Library and University staff, a conceptual design proposal focused on resources and
collaboration was presented showing there is still much potential left for this iconic
structure.

The following information is divided into three sections:
1.
The Research: This is a summary of previous studies, the methodology for
conducting the research, as well as analysis of the results. The seven main themes that
influenced the design are also discussed.
2.
The Proposal: This section contains all the visuals used during the presentation
for the proposed Jerome Academic Commons. Starting from the first floor and
working upward, the proposal contains all the information on where spaces are
located and what they could conceptually look like.
3.
The Design Supplement: For individuals that were unable to attend the
presentation of the proposal, or who are reading this at a later date, this section
provides detailed written descriptions of the design intentions behind each area and
floor.
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The Research
Previous Studies
The background research for this project started a year
and a half ago with a project for Dr. Khorshidifard’s
Architectural Theory course. Having always had an
interest in campus planning and educational
architecture, I felt it was a natural fit to study the
theories behind the architecture here at Bowling Green
State University. It was an honor to get to interview
the former Vice President of Capital Planning, the late
Steve Krakoff. I learned a lot of information about how
the University makes decisions in regard to selecting
buildings as candidates for demolition, renovation,
adaptive reuse, or to be left alone. The area that was of
most interest to me, was Adaptive Reuse.
That led to the start of my Honors Project, which
involved a semester of doing research about that
particular area of interest. In conjunction with a grant
from the Center for Undergraduate Research and
Scholarship, I interviewed additional University officials,
from inside and outside BGSU, to try and better
understand why and when universities decide to use
Adaptive Reuse as a strategy to improve their facilities.
Adaptive Reuse, is the idea of taking an existing building,
and renovating it in a way that modifies its function to
serve a new purpose. The quintessential example of
this here at BGSU is the Park Avenue Warehouse, a
former mail and purchasing warehouse that was
converted into an architectural studio space. My
research showed that there are six main reasons why a
university would take an Adaptive Reuse strategy.

While researching this information, libraries became of
a great interest to me. As the age of digital access
moves ever faster, libraries are caught in the middle of a
battle to try and stay relevant on an academic campus.
The Jerome Library here at BGSU is no different.
Opened in 1967, the almost 200,000 square foot
William T. Jerome Library must deal with this
technological advancement, while also dealing with an
aging 50-year-old structure. I was curious if the Jerome
Library would make a good candidate for Adaptive
Reuse by comparing it to the criteria I discovered in my
former research.
1. Architectural Value: The building, specifically
the mural, is quite recognizable on the campus
of BGSU. It is also centrally located.
2. Structure: The ceiling heights and wide
column spacing is quite conducive for
modifications.
3. Funding and Cost: The University will
probably never be able to afford to build
another 200,000 square foot building again.
4. Type of Programmatic Changes: The shifts
in library use is not too drastic. There is
already a need to investigate the programmatic
use of the existing library.
5. Deferred Maintenance: There is a very large
amount of this, although when completely
gutting a building, this is less of a factor.
6. Embodied Energy: The amount of embodied
energy saved by not demolishing a nine-story
concrete structure is quite large.
After this quick test, I felt that the Jerome Library
would make a good candidate for Adaptive Reuse.
Obviously, this decision in real life is not as simple, but
since there were not a large amount of glaring issues, it
is worth the effort to dream.

Methodology

Fig 1: Previous Research Presentation Board

I went about this research in the same manner I
completed my previous research, a style accidentally
introduced to me by Steve Krakoff. Because his
schedule was too busy for a video interview, he
suggested an audio recording, a tool I have used in my
research ever since. My use of audio recordings is an
attempt at trying to make architecture and design more
qualitative. This is rooted in the idea of Evidence Based
Design (EBD), or the idea of making design choices
based off evidence, that is often obtained in scientific
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methods, which I must admit, is sometimes rare in a
creative field such as Architecture.
I personally did this through Grounded Theory
research. This is the creation of a theory through
methodically gathering and analyzing data. I started by
asking similar questions to everyone. For this project,
that was thirteen different interviews with Library and
University officials. These interviews were divided up
into short notes based on everything that was said.
Similar ideas were then grouped together and counted.
This created a set of concepts that were important to
multiple individuals, with some repeated more times
than others. These concepts could then be combined
even further into a set of categories or themes. For
this project, I am calling those the key takeaways.
These key takeaways were then brought together to
form a theory, which is my proposal for the Jerome
Library of the Future.
At this time, I would like to thank all the individuals who
were willing to sit down and do an interview, give me a
tour, who sent me information, or anyone who helped
answer my questions.

Fig 2: Interview Categories Word Bubble
This grounded theory research was supplemented with
more traditional architectural research methods of
square footage analysis, involving dividing up the existing
floor plans and studying the occupants of each area and
office. I left the first figure to scale, as I think it is
important to realize just how large the first floor is in
comparison to the floors in the tower.

Thank You!
Dean Bushong
Associate Dean Chronister
Colleen Boff
Susannah Cleveland
Michelle Sweetser
Nancy Down
Andrea Boehme
Eileen Bosch
Julie Rabine
Travis Brown
Jerry Schnepp
Linda Rich
Bob Waddle
Fritz Roberson

Fig 3: Square Footage Analysis-CAD

Results
Thirteen interviews were transcribed into six hundred
sixteen quotes, which were paired down to three
hundred fifty-five main points, that were then narrowed
down to thirty-four categories of information that were
of importance to multiple individuals. This was finally
combined into seven themes. Below is an image that
starts to show these thirty-four common ideas using
size to show rank.

Fig 4: Square Footage Analysis-List
The square footage analysis created a unique graph that
is important in understanding the Jerome Library of the
present. This pie chart is the current breakdown of
what percentage of the building is devoted to each
function. While I will not elaborate on this now, it is an
important tool to compare and contrast the theoretical
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belief of what the library wants to be, with the physical
division of space given to each department.

4. This resource hub should be an open, collaborative
environment.
Categories
• Office Collaboration
• Openness
• Student Collaboration
• Creation Spaces
5. Service Points must be combined to make resources
more accessible and the building, as a whole, easier to
navigate.

Fig 5: Jerome Library Current SqFt Breakdown

Themes
1. The “Library of the Future” should rebrand itself as
an Academic Resource Hub.
Categories
(Commonly Discussed Topics that Illustrated this Theme)
•
•
•
•

Find Information and Resources
Providing Assistance
Academic Success
Surrounded by Knowledge

2. In order to maximize space and utilization, spaces
must serve more than one purpose, with the majority
of the building being centered around highly used
resources.
Categories
• Number of Books
• Increasing Studying Space
• Café
• Digital vs Physical
• Public vs Private
• Meeting Spaces and Classrooms
• Exhibit Space
3. Spaces need to be flexible, to adapt to ever changing,
modern, academic landscapes.
Categories
• Flexibility
• Technology
• Group Technology
• Unique Spaces
• Experimental

Categories
• Service Points
• Circulation
• Wayfinding
• Accessing Resources
The Academic Commons needs to reach out and bring
in a variety of users.
Categories
• Varieties of Spaces
• Outreach
• Visibility
• Reason to Come
6. The building itself must provide an inviting and
comfortable place, free from distractions, to facilitate
learning.
Categories
• Building Condition
• Office Acoustics
• Natural Lighting and Windows
• Climate Control
• Power Outlets
• Iconic

Conclusion
After looking through the following design proposal and
explanations, most people would probably agree that
there is a lot of potential for this old building. The
“Library of the Future” does not have to be that far off.
The mechanical issues with the building and the price
tag to repair those will mostly likely be the deciding
factor in anything, but the future could be much
brighter for this building. Some people may have
noticed that Student Athletic Services did not make it
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into this proposal. This was nothing personal, there
was just one common thread that I noticed tied all
these resources together. That was that they are all
open to everyone, regardless of status, department, or
major, every resource in this building is available to
anyone, except for SAS. This is probably one of the
most important takeaways from this project.
Regardless of what the future holds for libraries or
academic resource centers, they should all be centered
around those resources that can be used by all, just like
most libraries have been for hundreds of years.

The William T. Jerome Academic Commons

Wayfinding Icons

Building Overview

The Jerome Academic Commons

The Design Supplement
The William T. Jerome Academic Commons
The proposal starts with a re-design of the entry for the
building. The current entrance is tucked away and is
also confusing with the ramp and two former second
floor entrances still visible. This new entrance also
involves removing the first-floor roof above this center
section and creating a new glass roofed atrium to allow
the maximum amount of natural lighting into a currently
daylight deprived space. Entering into the building now
takes on a new, more inviting feeling. The mural soars
in front of you; eight floors of endless resources and
possibilities are at your disposal. A central service desk
serves as a circulation desk, as well as a location to get
assistance finding any resource in the building.
Tower Mechanical Spaces
Following the belief that the design of the building is to
symbolize five books between two bookends, there is a
symbolic issue with this representation. All the books
are always sitting on the shelf and are never used.
These new additions on either side of the tower take
shape from the movement of pulling a book off the
shelf, by grabbing it by the top and pulling it outward.
The space created behind these walls will then create a
mechanical chase to bring ducts and piping down from
the penthouse to the floors below.
Library Overview
One of the main issues with the Library today is the
location of the special collections. While their locations
allow them to be unique and have their own spaces,
there is no flexibility in their layouts and there is no
ability to share resources that are common between all
of them. Being in the tower also gives books, music,
and archival materials natural lighting, something they
do not need. Employees and students of the first floor
on the other hand, have access to next to no daylight.
It only makes sense to move the Special Collections
down to the warehouse like nature of the first floor.
This leaves the tower open for the Main Stacks along
with many student study spaces.
1st Floor
The 1st Floor of the building is massive and while this
has benefits for storing materials, it causes problems
with circulation and wayfinding. That is why it is
important to put all the services, or entries to those
services, within visual range upon entering the building.

For those spaces tucked farther away in the building, a
digital display board at the front door could provide
students with information as to how busy certain areas
of the building are, as well as provide information on
events going on in the building.
1st Floor North Side
The northern half of the 1st floor will house the Collab
Lab, which will grow slightly in size, but also have access
to an exterior door. While this door is not ideal due to
the basement like qualities of this floor, it will still
provide opportunities for more complex tools. The
Learning Commons and Library Teaching and Learning
Centers are placed near each other due to similarities
in tutoring and assisting students with their questions,
be it research or math and writing. They also have very
similar furniture configurations with the group pods,
that could be shared and used more, increasing
utilization. The offices are centered around the
lightwell to provide natural light to those offices. The
computers are a popular feature of the library and are
found close to the Learning Commons. More computer
stations can be found in the tower.
1st Floor South Side
The southern half of the 1st floor is filled with three of
the special collections. It is important to note that each
Special Collection was given the same amount of square
footage, or slightly more, than their current storage
spaces. It is also important to note that by placing their
collection spaces next to each other, as collections
grow and shrink, there is flexibility between the three
to work together to find space. The Music Library and
Sound Archives is found at the front. This allows their
music related main stack books to be displayed right
inside the door, as it is important for entering patrons
to still remember the roots of the library. The Music
Library also has the ability to close off sections for
scores that might not be circulated as freely. Their
listening room is right behind the desk and closed off so
it can be quiet. There is then of course their backcollection space, completely closed off from the public.
The special collections share one long service desk.
This allows them to operate as three separate
departments during peak hours, but also drop down to
a reduced staff mode during odd hours and would
possibly allow the special collections to be open more
hours. The Pop Culture collection space is next, with
the Archives being at the back of the building. All the
offices are centered around the lightwell to provide
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natural light. The reading rooms are an important
component of the special collections. As the collections
come together, they have the ability to share reading
rooms, but it is important to provide a variety of spaces
for everyone to read or research in as well.
Underneath the south light well is the typical reading
room. A nice, well-lit space where people can work
and do their research. This room is also large enough to
be a replacement for the Pallister. The front room is
more closed off and would allow for quiet study. It
could also function as a classroom. When one of these
spaces is closed for an event, the other can remain
open. There is also the open area in front for the
people that are not affected by the sounds of people
circulating.
2nd Floor
The 2nd floor becomes home to a combined Access
Services and Collections and Technical Services area.
The proximity to the loading dock is a must, and the
proximity to the elevator and circulation desk
downstairs is important as well. The 2nd floor also
addresses the important issue of food in the building.
The new café is close to the loading dock and has
exterior wall access for the venting of equipment for
increased food selections. There is also a large amount
of café style seating, for those who like a very informal
studying style.
3rd Floor
The Curriculum Resource Center and the Dean’s Office
move up a floor. The Dean’s Offices are appropriately
sized, and all have natural light in some shape or form.
The CRC fills the rest of the floor with a combination
of full height and half height bookshelves to create
spaces and divide the collection. The area in the back
can be closed off during off hours and for employees.
The classroom is walled off in glass to allow visitors to
get a glimpse of the learning that is going on inside.
Breakdown of Tower
On the 4th Floor and upward, the space is given to
books and study space. The farther you move up in the
tower, the more collaborative the spaces become.
4th Floor
The 4th Floor is where patrons can find the traditional
library setting, quiet study space made up of individual
study spaces surrounded by books and the knowledge
they bring. This can be through typical desks with

dividers, or through creating nooks inside the stacks
themselves, for students to sit down and be completely
absorbed in the knowledge found there. These types of
nooks are found on all floors, as a way to provide dual
purposes for the bookshelves that might be empty
unused spaces if the books alone do not draw in
patrons.
5th Floor
The fifth floor is similar to the 4th floor, as it is
important to create spaces for quiet study. One
addition that makes this more collaborative is the
addition of computer spaces. There are currently very
few computers in spaces without the noise and people
distractions around them. If students need a space to
focus and, for example, take an exam on Canvas, this
space provides students with that resource. Another
design element called out on this floor is the
Mediascape spaces. Every floor has two closed off
areas, aligned with the new mechanical chases on the
outside, where patrons can swipe their IDs and get a
closed off space to work. This can be for a group of six
working to study for a next day exam. Or for a group
to video conference into a class across the world.
These spaces can even support individual students that
just need a bigger screen to work on for a few hours.
6th Floor
Moving up to the 6th Floor, the group study areas begin.
Starting with areas for groups of two to four, this floor
will provide a relatively quiet atmosphere, but still
fosters collaboration. This floor has the popular booth
style seating, as well as many low square tables. It is
important to note in the tower, the ratio of studying
space to book collections can always be adjusted. As I
do not believe it is the job of a designer to decide the
number of resources necessary, I tried to keep over
90% of the current collection space. In the future, this
can be kept the same or reduced to create more room
for tables on the outsides of each stack section, or for
creating more study nooks in between the shelves
themselves.
7th Floor
The new 7th floor gets progressively more collaborative
as six and eight-person tables are introduced. This
floor could have the potential of being quite noisy,
although in comparison to the current 7th floor, the
books in the center of the space will dampen some of
the noise from either side, making it much more
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manageable. Plenty of floor to ceiling white board space
will allow students to brainstorm and study in whatever
way works best for them.
8th Floor
The 8th floor is the pinnacle of the collaborative
environment. Either side of the tower is divided up into
unique workspaces to cater to a variety of studying and
academic needs. Whether it be a large round table
discussion of an upcoming project, or a couple tables to
sit down and quietly study for an upcoming test with
some white board space to help each other out when
things get tough. All these spaces can we scheduled in
advance, or in person with a swipe of a BG ID.
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